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Applicant elects, Group I, claims 1-11 with traverse. The 

Examiner is respectfully requested to rejoin both groups of the 
invention and examine all of the claims on the merits for the 
reasons set forth below. 

On March 27, 2003 the Examiner issued a non-final Office 
Action that examined and rejected claims 1-20 on the merits. The 
Examiner performed due consideration and search as evidenced by the 
Notice of References Cited (Form PTO-8 92) that was attached to the 
Office Action. As a result, the Examiner has clearly performed 
consideration and search of all the claims of the invention, and 
therefore, no undue burden is placed upon the Examiner. 

Further, method claim 12 is a method of forming the liquid 
crystal display of claim 1, and claim 12 contains all of the 
limitations found in independent claim 1. As a result, at 
indication of allowable subject matter of claim 1 of Group I would 
automatically indicate allowability of independent claim 12 of 
Group II. As a result, no burden is placed upon the Examiner for 
this additional reason. Accordingly, rejoinder of Groups I and II 
and prosecution on the merits is proper. 

Conclusion 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be 
resolved in the present application, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to contact Robert E. Goozner, Ph.D. (Reg. No, 42,593) at 
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the telephone number of the undersigned below, to conduct an 
interview in an effort to expedite prosecution in connection with 
the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, 
concurrent, and future replies, to charge payment or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional fees 
required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16 or under 37 C.F.R. § 1.17; 
particularly, extension of time fees. 



Respectfully submitted, 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 




2658-0276P (703) 205-8000 
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